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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
' patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-14, 16-29, and 31-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,522,880 Bl to Verma et al ("Verma"). 

As to claim 1, see figure 4 where a mobile is terminal 20, a first service node is 
tunnel initiator 230, a second service node is tunnel initiator 240, and a terminal node is 
tunnel endpoint 250 (also note that applicant's database 1 18 is connection table 254). As 
such, terminal 20 establishes a connection with tunnel initiator 230. The tunnel initiator 
230 then extends the established connection by sending a registration request message 
(see e.g., figure 2). Once the connection is established at layers 1 and 2 then other 
connection information is setup including but not limited to IP, see e.g., column 4, lines 
54-67. The examiner construes the limitation a unique address as either IP information or 
call state data information which is unique to the call such as PPP (e.g., user name and 
password). In particular, the reference teaches that call state data may include call data 
relating to the PPP protocol or other connection oriented protocols, see e.g., column 8, 
lines 25-40. In addition, PPP information is also used to encapsulate network layer 
information, see e.g., column 3, lines 30-49. As shown in figures 4 and 7, upon roaming 
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of the mobile station (i.e., terminal 20) a new connection is established between the 
mobile and second service node (i.e., tunnel initiator 240) with respect to a registration 
request message 402. The newly established connection is further extended to the 
terminal node (i.e., tunnel endpoint 250) using a TUNNEL HANDOFF REQUEST 
message 412. In particular, the TUNNELHANDOFFREQUEST message 412 
provides information to the connection table 254 to verify whether the unique address 
assigned to the mobile station is assigned to a prior connection. Specifically, upon 
determining that the unique address is associated with the terminal node via the first 
node, the unique address is assigned. For example, the call state information is 
maintained for the connection, see e.g., column 9, lines 44-53. The connection is 
officially terminated between the mobile station and the terminal node via the first 
service node by the TUNNEL_HANDOFF_RESPONSE message 416. 

As to claim 2, the quality level is maintained since the connection parameters are 
the same. 

As to claims 3-4, the service nodes or tunnel initiators are implemented in any 
suitable device, see e.g., column 2, lines 29-41. 

As to claim 5, see e.g., figure 4 where the cellular or private network is 22,24 and 
the public or Internet is 70. 

As to claim 6, the acquiring parameter could be the MIN or tunnel ID. 

As to claim 7, see e.g., figure 7 where the old tunnel ID is acquired from database 
244 or database 254. 

As to claim 8, see e.g., figure 7 and database or connection table 254. 
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As to claim 9, see e.g., figure 7 and database 244. 

As to claim 10, a MIN or tunnel ID is a connection type parameter and 
connection assignment identification number. 

As to claims 11-13, see either handoff table 244 or connection table 254. 

As to claim 14, the connection table 254 includes at least a MIN, see e.g., column 
8, lines 25-39. 



As to 


claim 16, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


1. 


As to 


claim 17, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


2. 


As to 


claim 18, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


3. 


As to 


claim 19, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


4. 


As to 


claim 20, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


5. 


As to 


claim 21, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


6. 


As to 


claim 22, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


7. 


As to 


claim 23, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


8. 


As to 


claim 24, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


9. 


As to 


claim 25, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


10. 


As to 


claim 26, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


1. 


As to 


claim 27, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


13. 


As to 


claim 28, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


12. 


As to 


claim 29, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


14. 


As to 


claim 31, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


1. 


As to 


claim 32, 


see 


similar rejection to 


claim 


3. 
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As 


to 


claim 33, 


see 


similar rejection 


to 


claim 4. 


As 


to 


claim 34, 


see 


e.g., figure 7. 






As 


to 


claim 35, 


see 


similar rejection 


to 


claim 7. 


As 


to 


claim 36, 


see 


similar rejection 


to 


claim 9. 


As 


to 


claim 37, 


see 


similar rejection 


to 


claim 12. 


As 


to 


claim 38, 


see 


similar rejection 


to 


claim 14. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 15, 30 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,522,880 Bl to Verma et al {"Verma") in view of "Wireless IP Network 
Standard" to TIA/EIA/IS-835 (cited by applicant in IDS). 

In making a proper obviousness rejection under MPEP 706.02(j), the examiner 
will address the following four steps: 

a) the relevant teachings of the prior art relied upon, preferably with reference 
to the relevant column or page number(s) and line numbers where 
appropriate; 

b) the difference of differences in the claim(s) over the applied cited references; 

c) the proposed modification of the applied reference(s) necessary to arrive at 
the claimed subject matter; and 

d) an explanation why one skilled in the art at the time of the invention was made 
would have been motivated to make the proposed modification. 

As such to claim 15, for step (a) Verma discloses a wireless system. 
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For step (b) Verma is silent or deficient to the further limitation of specifically 
using SimpleD? in accordance with the CDMA2000 protocol. 

TIA/EIA/IS-835teaches the further recited limitation above at e.g., figure 6 on 
page 17 and the description on page 18. 

For step (c), the proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) 
necessary to arrive at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Verma by clarifying 
that the wireless network is in accordance with the CDMA2000 protocol and SimplelP. 

In order to establish a prima facie case of obviousness for step (d), three basic 

criteria must be met. The three criteria according to MPEP 706.02(j) are as follows: 

First there must be some suggestion or modification, either in the reference(s) 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to 
modify the reference or to combine the reference teachings. Second, there must be a 
reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when 
combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 

As such, for step (d) examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art prior to applicant's invention to include the further limitation CDMA 
2000 protocol and Simple IP. In particular, the motivation for modifying the reference or 
to combine the reference teachings would be so that the user can maintain its IP address. 
In particular, TIA/EIA/IS-835c\xes the above-cited deficiency by providing a motivation 
found at e.g., page 18. Second, there would be a reasonable expectation of success since 
both reference teach a wireless system. Thus the references either in singular or in 
combination teach the above claim limitation(s). 

As to claim 30, see similar rejection to claim 15. 

As to claim 39, see similar rejection to claim 15. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Derrick W. Ferris whose telephone number is (571) 272-3123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M. - 4:30 P.M. E.S.T. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Derrick W. Ferris 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2663 




